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REMARKS 

This amendment is filed in response to the Restriction Requirement of July 
1 1, 2007 in which restriction to one of two groups of claims 1-49 drawn to a 
"display" apparatus and Group II claims 50-61 drawn to a camera apparatus. 

Applicant agrees that the Group II claims are drawn to camera apparatus. 
However, only the independent claim 44 and its dependent claims 45-48 are drawn 
to a display apparatus. 

The independent claim 14 and its dependent claims 16, 19, 22, 25, 26, and 
38-40 are generic. The Examiner's attention is directed to the bottom of page 12 in 
the remarks section of the amendment filed April 10, 2007 where this was pointed 
out. 

It is believed that applicant has presented a generic claim and believes that 
the Restriction Requirement is incorrect for the reasons given above and also 
because if a divisional application were filed with non-elected Group II claims the 
applicant would be deprived of refiling the generic claim 14 and its dependent 
claims in the divisional application because of double patenting problems. 

Since the generic claims appear to be allowable and the display claim 44, 
camera claim 50 and camera claim 56 reading on Figs. 1C, IB and 1 A respectively, 
also appear to be very similar to claim 14 and its dependent claims (except using 
narrower language to restrict their scope to either a display or camera), it is believed 
that these should be allowed in the same patent as well. 
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Therefore, reconsideration is requested and passage of all of the claims to 
issue is earnestly solicited. 



FJM/mo 

Ware, Fressola, Van Der Sluys & Adolphson LLP 
755 Main Street, P.O. Box 224 
Monroe, CT 06468 
(203) 261-1234 



Respectfully submitted, 




Francis J. Magufre J 
Attorney for the Applicant 
Registration No. 31,391 
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